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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
JAMES F. TREES, ) 
Plaintiff-Respondent ) 
vs. ] 
WALTER M. LEWIS, ] 
Defendant-Appellant ) 
> APPELLANT'S REPLY TO CROSS 
APPEAL OF DEFENDANT-RESPOND 
} Case No. 19333 
Contrary to Plaintiff-Respondent1s (hereafter called Plaintiff) 
Cross Appeal statement, Appellant was in no way aware, nor is he 
now aware, that he compelled Plaintiff Trees to purchase or "to be 
able to purchase11 the DeMille property and in fact the Appellant 
specificially negates that representation. Trees entered into his 
purchase with the DeMilles long before he entered into any negoiations 
with Appellant Lewis. There was no provision in the DeMille purchase 
which tied it to or made it subject to the purchase of the property 
of Appellant Lewis. The DeMille transaction was held up over an 
argument by the DeMille family that they wanted visitation rights 
to the family cemetery. Those rights were substantially reduced in 
exchange for an additional sum of money paid by Trees to DeMilles. 
The trial Court also negated that contention when it ruled that the 
Plaintiff had not presented a prima facie case. It is highly 
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presumptuous of Plaintiff to represent to this Court as if it were 
a fact, a state of mind that was never held by the Appellant nor in 
any way proven by the Respondent.. 
After spending forty-nine pages on Plaintiff1s Brief in 
opposition to the Appellant's Brief, the Plaintiff devotes one page 
to his Cross Appeal. No specific points or authorities are set 
forth to assist the Appellant in replying to the Cross Appeal. 
The Appellant finds himself in the position of not knowing what the 
claim really is of the Plaintiff's Cross Appeal. It is just as 
difficult to attempt to respond and reply to the Cross Appeal as it 
was to be prepared to respond and and cross examine attorney Snow, 
after waiver by the Plaintiff Trees of his privileged communication 
with his attorney Snow in the second day of trial. The fact is, it 
is impossible. In each instance, the Appellant does not know what 
claim or evidence the Plaintiff or may be presenting or talking about 
at a subsequent date. 
At best, the Plaintiff is requesting the Court to read the 
transcript, examine the files, and make a Judgment thereon which 
will hopefully result in a reversal of the trial Court, in the 
event that this Court grants a reversal of the trial court on the 
appeal of the Appellant Lewis. Such a procedure is not one contemplated 
by the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure or the case law of the State of 
Utah. 
It is respectfully submitted that the Cross Appeal be denied, 
and that the Judgment of the lower court entered at the end of the 
Plaintiff's case be affirmed. 
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Respectfully submitted this 16th day of October, 1984* 
BELL & BELL, by 
.chard Bell 
'Attorney for Appellant Lewis 
CERRIFICATE OF MAILING 
Mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing, postage 
prepaid, this 16th day of October, 1984, to attorney for Plaintiff-
Respondent: 
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